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EducaUcn Code Sfxrtlcn Rniulrli^ This Report 

51219. M iiy Janitiry 15. 1981. tii; iJepartjEnt 
of Eckioition shall collect from a rtfpr>!S(MJt jt ive 
saiiplo of school districts the information 
specified in paragrapJis (l) to (4). inclusive, of 
subdivision (c) for pupils enrolled in the 12th 
grade utio were enrolled in the 9th grede. or the 
equivalent thereof, ciiring the 1977-78 school yem\ 
Sudi infoHMtion shall be collectcrd only for such 
' pupils Mho were assessed by Dpoember 1, 1980. By 
February 15. 1981. the Department of Education 
shall report such information to the LejUslature. 

(b) Commencir^K ,feniiary 15. 1982. Um* IJt?t«rUiient 
of Education shall collect amuilly fran a 
representative sample of school districts the 
information specified in paragra|)hs (1) to (3). 
incluslw, of stWivision (c) for pupils enrolled 
in the 6th and 9th grades or the equivalents 
thereof, and the information specified in 
paragraplis (1) to (4), inclusive of subdivision (c) 
for pupils enrolled in the 11th and i2tli gractes or 
the equivalent thereof, UoBnencine February 15, 
1962. the Department o^ Education shall report 
ciiiiufillv such information to the Legislature. 

((:) llK Department of Edratioii shall colJ-ct 
fnjm ci representative sample of school districts 
the following inforuation relating to i»x>ficieiicy 
^issessroent performanrx,' . 

(1) nmber of pupils onr-oHed in gra*! 0, 9, 

11. or 12. as appropriate. anJ the nunljpr of pupils 
who \me hem assessed. 

(2) Itie niwher of pipils in grade 6. 9. II or 

12 . as appropriate , who have satisfied the 
district's pn>ficfency stancbrds in all tliree or 
wore fansic skills, as specified in sutxlivision U.) 
of Section 51215 .s)6 tXiose who hivp not. Such 
infoimrition stviil be both cimnilated aid Cxitojorized 
a<xx>rding to race and ethiicity aid wheUier the 
pupils are limited aiglish-speakiog or non-Ehglish- 
speaking, as specified in Section 52163. 

(3) The ninber of pipils in gratl* 6. 9. 11, or 
1 2 . .IS appropr i at t\ who have sat isf led the 
district's ixx)ficiency standards m each of tlie 
three or mve basic skills specifird in subdivision 
(c) of Section 51215 and Uiosc Mho >Hve not. Such 
uifonnation shall be both cwulated aid categorized 
according to race and etlnicity aid whether the 
iwpils are limited-fihglish-spaicii^ or non-ftigiish 
speaklog, as specified in Section 52163. 

(4) The ninber of pupils in grade 11 or 12. as 
apfiniprifite. rtigirdless of wh(»ther they liave 
satisfied the district's proficifncy sUuriards in 
each of the three or more basic skills specified in 
sitxllvision (c) of Section 51215 would not be 
eligible to receive a diploma of jiradiiation from 
higl) scixx)!. w 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



This report Is based on assessment data collected from a representative sample of 
students in grades four through twelve in California public school districts as 
of December, 1986. The students were tested in reading comprehension, writing, 
and computation. 

Grade Twelve 

A total of 9,250 twelfth grade students assessed in the sample districts took one 
or more proficiency tests. Of those students, approximately 64 percent were 
white ; 21 percent , Hispanic ; 7 percent , Asian; 5 percent , black ; 2 percent , 
Filipino; 1 percent, American Indian; aiid less than 1 percent. Pacific Islander. 
About 7 percent of the total were limited-English proficient (LEP). Overall, 
approximately 20 percent of the twelfth grade students failed one or more 
proficiency tests. This percent includes students who met course requirements 
and those who did not. Both black students and white students failed at a 
slightly higher rate than the overall rate of 20 percent. Pacific Islanders 
failed at a significantly lower rate (6 percent) than the overall sample. LEP 
students failed more than one and one*half times as often as fluent-English- 
proficient (FEP) students. 

The districts reported that 66 percent of all black students assessed will 
graduate, 70 percent of all Hispanic and white students will graduate, and 78 
percent of all Asian students will graduate. Overall, 71 percent of twelfth 
%rade students assessed will graduate. For the 29 percent whom the districts 
reported may not graduate, the reasons given were that 15 percent failed 
proficiency tests, 9 percent failed to meet course requirements, and 5 percent 
failed to meet both conditions. All Pacific Islander students met district 
course requirements; American Indian students failed to meet course requirements 
at a rate well below the overall sample; and Asian, Filipino, and white students 
failed at a rate slightly lower than that of the overall sample. 

Grades Ten and Eleven 

A total of 29,775 tenth and eleventh grade students assessed took one or more 
proficiency tests. Of those students, approximately 64 percent were white; 20 
peT-cent, Hispanic; 7 percent, black; 6 percent, Asian; 2 percent, Filipino; 1 
percent, American Indian; and less than 1 percent. Pacific Islander. About 5 
percent of the students were reported to be LEP. Half of the students in the 
sample failed one or more proficiency tests. Filipino students had the lowest 
failure rate, 31 percent; Asian and black students were well below the overall 
rate with 44 percent; and Hispanic and white students both had 51 percent, just 
above the overall rate. Pacific Islander students had a 52 percent failure rate; 
and American Indian students, a 56 percent failure rate. LEP students failed one 
or more proficiency tests almost one and one-hflf times as often as FEP students. 

Grades Seven. Eight, and Nine 

A total of 37,604 seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students assessed took one or 
more proficiency tests. Of those students, about 64 percent were white; 20 
pezcent, Hispanic; 7 percent, Asian; 5 percent, black; 2 percent, Filipino; 1 
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percert, American Indian; and less than 1 percent, Pacific Islander. Overall, 
more than half, 53 percent, of the students failed one or more proficiency tests. 
Filipino students failed at the lowest rate (34 percent), followed by Asian 
students (41 percent) and black students (51 percent). Students of all other 
ethnic groups failed at a rate slightly above the rate of the overall sample. 
About 5 percent of the seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students in this sample 
were LEP. These students were reported to be failing one or more of the 
proficiency tests about one and one -half times as often as FEP students. 

Grades Four. Five. And Slv 

A total of 27,149 fourth, fifth, and sixth grade students assessed took one or 
more proficiency tests. Of those students, about 62 percent were white; 22 per- 
cent, Hispanic; 7 percent, Asian; 6 percent, black: 2 percent, Filipino; 1 per- 
cent American Indian; and less than 1 percent Pacific Islander. Overall, about 
37 percent of these students failed one or more proficiency tests. Black, Fili- 
pino, Pacific Islander, and white students failed one or more test^ at a rate 
below the overall sample. Asian students failed at the overall rate. American 
Indian students failed slightlv above the overall rate, and Hispanic students 
failed at a rate well above the overall. Of the students sampled, about 6 
percent were LEP. These students failed to pass one or more proficiency tests 
more than twice as often as FEP students. However, this may be the first time 
these LEP students were tested in the English language on a proficiency test. 
They will receive supplemental instruction and be retested in accordance with the 
district policy. 



INTRODUCTION TO THE REPORT 



The Pupil Proficiency Law, which has been in effect since June, 1981, requires 
students to meet locally developed proficiency standards and complete the local 
course of study requirements in order to receive a high school diploma. The law 
also requires that students in California public schools be assessed at least 
once in grades four through six, once in grades seven through niue, and twice in 
grades ten and eleven according to locally developed standards in the basic 
skills of reading comprehension, writing, and computation. 

The assessment in grades four through six is mainly for purposes of early 
identification of students having difficulty in the areas of reading compre- 
hension, writing, and computation. This early identification by the school 
district is then followed by appropriate supplementary instruction for the 
student. The Pupil Proficiency Law does not mandate any consequences for not 
passing the early identification test. Districts have an option to promote or 
retain students on the basis of test results; however, most districts have chosen 
not to use proficiency tests for this purpose. 

Districts develop proficiency tests appropriate for students at different grade 
levels. The test given as a prerequisite to graduation is known as the exit 
version of the proficiency test. In most districts, administration of the 
proficiency test at the eighth or ninth grade level is usually the first time the 
exit version of the proficiency test is given. Students must pass the exit 
version of the test in order to meet tm proficiency requirements for gradu- 
ation. Students who do not pass all parts of the test are provided with supple- 
mental instruction and have, at a minimum, two more opportunities to be assessed 
in the tenth and eleventh grades. 

This study is required by Education Code Section 51219, which directs the State 
Department of Education to collect data annually from a representative sample of 
California school districts on the number of students who have met district pro- 
ficiency requirements. These data are collected so that failure rates on the 
tests can be determined for various ethnic groups and for students of differing 
English fluency. The purpose of this data collection is to provide the Legisla- 
ture with reliable information on the proficiency test failure rates for speci- 
fic groups of students. In accordance with the requirements of Education Code 
Section 51219, data were collected in September. 1987, for grades four through 
twelve . 

The study utilized a representative 15 percent sample of school districts (150) 
offering instruction in grades four through twelve. The sample for grades four 
through six consisted of 137 districts- -91 elementary school and 46 unified 
school districts. The sample for grades seven through twelve included the same 
46 unified school districts and 13 union high school districts. The data 
collection forms (see Appendix A) w^re mailed in September, 1987, to superin- 
tendents of districts In the sample. The directions that accompanied the forms 
indicated that the person in the district most knowledgeable about proficiency 
assessment should provide the requested data. 

Of the 137 elementary school and unified school districts in the grades four 
through six sample, 32 did not submit complete reports. Thus, the sample on 



which this analysis was based consisted of 105 districts, a response rate of 
approximately 77 percent. These districts reported a combined fourth, fifth, and 
sixth grade enrollment of 30.809. representing about a 3 percent sample of the 
total state enrollment of 948.838 students in those grades in 1986-87. 

Of the 59 unified and union high school districts used in the grades seven 

Jri!^ u?' ''^ • ""'^ ^"^"^'^ complete reports. Thus, the sample on 

which this analysis was based consisted of 43 districts, a response rate of 
approximately 73 percent. The directions accompanying the 1987 forms for the 
high school districts were the sane as those for the elementary school and 
•unified school distrirts. with the excepLion of -hf, Instructions for grade 
twelve. n providing data for grade twelve, districts were asked to repo.c th- 
number of students who began the school year as twelfth graders but who would not 
graduate because of failure to accrue the minimum number of course credits the 
district required for graduation. 

The sample school districts maintaining grades seven through nine reported a 
combined enrollment of 42.243. which represented about a 4 percent sample of the 
total state enrollment of 966.442 students tn those grades. The same districts 
reported a combined tenth and elevt=nt.h grade enrolment of 48.152. which repre- 
sented about a 7 percent sample of the total state enrollment of 705.565 students 
in those grades. For the twelfth grade, the districts in the sample reported a 
combined enrollment of 19.767. which represented about an 3 percent sample of the 
total state enrollment of 251,281 for grade twelve. 

Of the 150 districts in the sample. 115 responded, and 35 either did not respond 
or did not provide usable data. The study sample, therefore, represented about 5 
percent (140.971 students) of the state's enrollment in grades four through 
twelve (2.872.126 students) in 1986-87. 

Districts design and administer their testing programs and establish their own 
pass/fail criteria. The results of this study reflect the diversity of policies 
throughout the state. 
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SUMMAkY OF STUDENT PERFORMANCE ON PROFICIENCY ASSESSMENTS 



GRADE TWELVE 



This portion of the study focuses on grade twelve student performance on district 
proficiency tests as of December, 1986. TiiP. Impact of the proficiency law Is 
felt most profoundly at this level by the denii^'^ of a diploma to those students 
who Jo not pass all the proficiency tests. The failur** rates In grades four 
through eleven are examined to give an Indication of the numbers of students who 
are In need of supplemental Instruction. 

A total of 9,250 twelfth grade students Identified by ethnicity by the sample 
districts took one or more proficiency tests as of December, 1986. Of the 
students assessed, 64 percent (5,938 students) were white; 21 percent (1,949 
students) were Hispanic; 7 percent (611 students) were Asian; 5 percent (493 
students) were Ll?.rk; 2 percent (193 students) were Filipino; 1 percent (48 
students) were American Irdian, and less than 1 percent (18 students) were 
Pacific Islander. 

Since the data collected for this .study were for c;?«Ifth grade students who had 
been tested prior to December, 1986, the failure rates reported In this study 
should be viewed with caution. They are probably overestimates of the actual 
percentages of students who would u" ^.Imately fall after being retesteJ between 
December, 1986, and summer school, 1987. 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results, bv Ethnlcltv 

Grade twelve proficiency test failure rates, by ethnicity of the students, are 
presented In Table 1. Two conditions are requisite to graduation -meeting 
district-prescribed course raquirtments and passing all three district-developed 
proficiency tests. The data In this table represent the percent of students that 
failed one or more tests, including those who met course requirements and those 
who failed to meet course requirements. Overall, approximately 20 percent (1,850 
of the twelfth grade students) failed one or more proficiency tests. Black and 
white students failed slightly higher than the overall rate. All other students 
failed at a lower rate^ with Filipinos and Pacific Islanders failing at a rate 
sig^^^lf Icantly lower than that of the overall sample. 

Table 1 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results, by Ethnicity 



Percent that failed 
one or more tests 



Ethnicitv 


Number 
assessed 


(Including those who met course 
requirements and those who did not) 


American Indian 


48 


17 


Asian 


611 


17 


Black 


493 


23 


Filipino 


193 


10 


Hispanic 


1,949 


17 


Pacific Islander 


18 


6 


White 


^938 


21 


All students 


9.250 


20 



Gr»<?^ Twelve Proffrt ency Tes t Results, hv I^np ...f,. pi. y 

stuin^o'^" twelfth grade students in the sample, only about 7 percent (650 
percent \r672'Ttu7ent:'^ limited- English proficient (LEP). T^e remaining « 
students. stuients) were reported as fluent-English-prof icient (FEP) 

Jhe'sZleMfled '^^'°^'^^^^^y Percent of all twelfth grade students in 
the sample failed one or more proficiency tests as of December. 1986 When 

af?fc2: TabTe'2 i ai^'r'^r ' are'greS; 
one and one h.lf ^i " l^^^ "^^^ "'"^""'^^ ^^"^^ proficiency tests more tha^ 

sJLhtlv bAo„ ' T ^% =t"dents. who failed proficiency tests 

slightly below tne rate of the overall s;>i^U. These data, however should not 

?nstrurtlon"f"'T'.%"""r^ ' '^'''^'^ '^^^ ^'^'^ ^i^t-i^^tk to prov dradequ'e 

fs^re'^Itiielrs'all''^ '"^^ ~^ "^^-^ - -^^^^ 

Table 2 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results, by Language Fluency 







Percent that failed 


Language 
fluency 


Number 
assessed 


one or more tests 
(including those who met course 
reoulrementg pr|H <;hose who did not) 


LEP 
FEP 

students 


650 
8.67? 
9.322* 


33 
19 
20 



:L^"fo'r:thiicit;'^^ ^^"^'^^ --^-^ 

t^iiirrz ^-n ^r — 

hi%hTl^"^n'c^u7ornt"" f^' ^JSl. all students graduating from a public 

thfir districts' nrofr^^ "'^/^^ requirements. First, they mus? pass 

tation L L.ond ^" '"^^^8 comprehension, writing, and compu- 

dLtrJcts' cLs. of ' ^'h ' "'^"'"^ P"^' ""^t -eet their 

uistriccs course or study requirements. 

en^ of \'he"'r98r8f sc/?°" '''' °' ''"^^"'^^ ^" ^^^^ the 

credits to .radu^Jl "'^^^^^^^ accumulate enough course 

to till nr„l/ . • of whether or not they had met or would be able 

e?h"cit? S'oe'rcL^'''"'""''"'" °' ''''' '-^^ -^"^^-'^^ reported b^ 

ethnicity 14 percent „ere not expected to meet district course requirements In 
other words, even if these students pasr.ed all proficiency tests thev stiU 
rserqufrfmrt:."^^' ''''' faiJreTo'm'eefYist^liJ 

l^llrL i"^^"*^" f P«oific Islander students met course requirements- 

tJe overaU s'lol'e "'h '/V'' '° """^ requirements at a rate'weU beL; 

^V?phMv 1 • ^u"^ Filipino, and white students failed at a rate 

?iiied at aTte'sU..?r . v,°""^'' ^""^'^ " ^^^^^ "^^P-io =t-de"t' 

-.-lied at a rate slightly higher than that of the overall sample. 
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Table 3 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results for Students Not Meeting 
District Course Requirements, by Ethnicity 





Number 


Percent not meeting 


Ethnicity 


assessed 


cour.<:e reauirements 


Aoerlcan Indian 


48 


10 


Asian 


611 


13 


Black 


493 


17 


Filipino 


193 


13 


Hispanic 


1,949 


18 


Pacific Islander 


18 


0 


White 


5.938 


13 


All students 


9.250 


14 



Table 4 shows that 23 percent of the LEP students assessed failed to meet 
district course requirements, a rate which is one and one-half times higher than 
that of the overall sample. In contrast, only 14 percent of the FEP students did 
not meet district course requirements. 



Table 4 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results for Students Not Meetint^, 
District Course Requirements, by Language Fluency 



Language 


Number 


Percent not meeting 


fluency 


assessed 


course reauirements 


I^P 


650 


23 


FEP 


8.672 


14 


All students 


9.322* 


15 



^Because of inconsistencies in district reporting, student totals differ from 
those shown for ethnicity. 

Table 5 shows that of the twelfth grade students in the sample who were eligible 
to graduate by having met course requirements, 15 percent (1,387 students) failed 
one or more proficiency tests. Students in all ethnic groups, with the exception 
of black students and white students, were well below the overall rate. Black 
students and white students failed one or more tests at a rate slightly higher 
th^n the overall rate . 



Table 5 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results for Students 
Meeting Course Requirements, by Ethnicity 



Ethnic itv 


Number 
assessed 


Percent meeting course requirements 
but failing; one or more tests 


American Indian 


48 


10 


Asian 


611 


9 


Black 


493 


17 


Filipino 


193 


7 


Hispanic 


1,949 


12 


Pacific Islander 


18 


6 


White 


5.93? 


17 


All students 


9.250 


15 




1 .0 



Table 6 shows that th- percentage of LEP students who met course requirements but 
who failed one or more proficiency tests is just slightly above that of FEP 
students . 

Table 6 

Grade Twelve Proficiency Test Results for Students 
Mee*- ; Course Requirements, by Language Fluency 



Lc ngtiage 
fluency 


Number 
assessed 


Percent meeting course requirements 
but failing one or more tests 


LEP 


650 


18 


FEP 


8.672 


15 


All students 


9.322* 


15 



^Because of inconsistencies in district reporting, student totals differ from 
those shown for ethnicity. 

PotmUl Impact of Course R equirements and Proficiency Tests 
on Graduation Rates of 1987 Hiyh School Seniors : 

The interaction course requirements and proficiency requirements is 

illustrated in Chart 1. The charts for the Asian, black, Hispanic, white, and 
all pupils in the grade twelve student sample display the proportions of students 
who were in danger of not graduating at the end of the 1986-87 school year. Only 
5 percent of all pupils failed to meet course requirements and failed one or more 
proficiency tests; 9 percent did not meet course requirements but passed the 
proficiency tests; and 15 percent et course requirements but, as of December, 
1986. did not pass all three prcxiciency ^-ests (i.e., reading comprehension, 
writing, and computation tests). 

Seventeen percent of both the white and black students, 9 percent of the Asian 
students, and 12 percent of the Hispanic students were in danger of not gradu- 
ating in 1987 solely because of failure to pass the proficiency tests. 

It is likely that supplemental instruction and retesting during the remainder of 
the 1986-87 school year would considerably reduce the • :^er of students who 
would not graduate becarse of failure to pass proficiency tests. 
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CHART 1 

POTENTIAL IMPACT OF COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND PROFICIENCY 

TESTS ON HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS 

(Based on Data as of December, 1986) 
Black Students (493) 



White Students (5,938) 



Asian Students (611) 




Hispanic Students (1,949) 



Aii Students (9,250) 




30% 

May Not 
13% Graduate 



5% 




29% 
May Not 
Graduate 



Will Graduate 



Meet course requirements 
and pass proficiency tests 

May fail to Graduate 

□ Fail proficiency test(s) 
only 

^1 Fail course requirements 
only 



Fail course requirements 
and proficiency test(s) 



The number of students assessed, in parentheses, is the base used to calculate these percentages. 
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GRADES TEN AND ELEVEN 



The purpose of school district proficiency testing is to ensure that students 
graduating from California public high schools have acquired certain essential 
competencies. To measure a student's progress toward acquiring these 
competencies, most districts first administer the exit version of the proficiency 
test, which twelfth graders must pass in order to graduate, at the eighth or 
ninth grade level. Results of this examination process are used to identify 
strengths and weaknesses of individual students and therefore determine the 
extent and form of the remediation to be provided. This remediation accounts for 
the existenca of lower failure rates at the twelfth grade compared to failure 
rates at the ninth, tenth, and eleventh grades. Students who pass the exit 
version of the test between grades nine and eleven need not be tested in grade 
twelve. 

A total of 29,775 tenth and eleventh grade students identified by ethnicity in 
the sample districts took one or more proficiency tests. Of the students 
assessed, approximately 64 percent (18,961 students) were white; 20 percent 
(6,090 students) were Hispanic; 7 percent (1,947 students) were black; 6 percent 
(1,890 students) were Asian; 2 percent (596 students) were Filipino; 1 percent 
(227 students) were American Indian; and less than 1 percent were Pacific 
Islander (64 students). 

Since the data for the tenth and eleventh grade students in this study were 
collected prior to November, 1986, it is important to remember that these 
students will probably have at least one more opportunity to pass the exit 
version of their districts' proficiency tests. Therefore, the failure rates in 
the tenth and eleventh grade section of the study should be viewed in that 
context . 

Grades T en and Eleven Proficiency Test Results, bv Ethnicity 

Tenth and eleventh grade proficiency test failure rates, by ethnicity of the 
students, are presented in Table 7. Overall, half of the tenth and eleventh 
grade students in the sample failed one or more proficiency tests prior to 
December, 1986. Filipino students had the lowest failure rate, 31 percent; Asian 
and black students were below the overall rate with a 44 percent failure rate; 
Hispanic and white students both had a 51 percent failure rate, just above the 
overall rate; Pacific Islander students had a 52 percent failure rate; and 
American Indians had a 56 percent failure rate. 

Approximately 27 percent of the tenth and eleventh grade students in the sample 
failed the reading proficiency test, 32 percent failed the writing test, and 34 
percent failed the math test. Students of all ethnic groups except Asian and 
Pacific Islander students had lower failure rates on the reading test than on the 
writing or math test. The failure rate of Asian and Filipino students on the 
math test was significantly lower than the overall rate of students failing that 
test. 
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Table 7 

Grades Ten and Eleven Proficiency Tesc Results, by Ethnicity 

Percent that 
failed 

Number one or 

Ethnicity assessed more tests 



Percent that failed: 
Reading te st Writing test 



American Indian 227 

Asian 1.890 

Black 1 . 947 

Filipino 596 

Hispanic 6,090 

Pacific Islander 64 

Sihltfi 18-961 



56 
44 
44 
31 
51 
52 
_51. 



33 
33 
27 
21 
31 
42 
_2i. 



37 
35 
30 
23 

34 

44 
31 



Math test 
40 
23 
35 
23 
35 
41 

35 



All Students 



2?. 775 



_5Q- 



27 



J4_ 



GriKiAfi Ten «nd Eleven Proficienc y Test Results, bv Language Fluency 

Of the 30,163 tenth and eleventh grade students in the sample, 5 percent (1,602 
students) were reported to be limited- English proficient (LEP) . The remaining 95 
percent (28,561 students) were reported to be fluent -English proficient (FEP). 

As mentioned previously, half of the tenth and eleventh grade students in the 
sample failed to pass one or more proficiency tests as of December, 1986. The 
failure rates for LEP students are dramatic in comparison with those of FEP 
students. Table 8 indicates that LEP students in grades ten and eleven failed 
one or more proficiency tests almost one and one -half times as often as FEP 
students. LEP students failed the reading and writing tests about twice as 
often as FEP students. 

Table 8 

Grades Ten and Eleven Proficiency Test Results, by Unguage Fluency 



Language 
fluency 



Number 
assessed 



Percent that 
failed 
one or 
more tests 



Percent that failed: 
Reading test Writing test 



Math test 



LEP 

EEL 



1,602 
28.561 



72 
49 



54 



58 
31 



44 
34 



All students • 3Q.163* 



_5Q. 



_28_ 



33 



35 



★Because of inconsistencies in district reporting, student totals differ from 
those shown for ethnicity. 



Ch..cts 2 and 3 are graphic illustrations of the percent of students in grades ten 
and eleven who failed one or more tests and the percent of failure for each test, 
by ethnicity and language fluency. 
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Chart 2 

Percent of Grades Ten and Eleven Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Ethnicity 




One or more 
tests 



Reading 
test 



G] Asian 

B Black 

O Hispanic 

Q White 

□ All students 



Source: Table 7 



Charts 

Pt-cent of Grades Ten and Eleven Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Language Fluency 




B LEP 

□ FEP 

□ All students 



One or more 
tests 



Source: Table 8 
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GRADES SEVEN, EIGHT, AND NINE 



The Pupil Proficiency Law requires that students in California public schools be 
assessed at least once in grades seven through nine. A total of 37,604 seventh, 
eighth, and ninth grade students identified by ethnicity by the sample districts 
took one or more proficiency tests at the time of this study. Of the students 
assessed, about 64 percent (24,222 students) were white; 20 percent (7,579 
students) were Hispanic; 7 percent (2,486 students) were Asian; 5 percent (2,007 
students) were black; 2 percent (842 students) were Filipino; 1 percent (391 
students) were American Indian; and less Khan 1 percent (77 students) were 
Pacific Islander. 

Since the seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students in this study may have taken 
an exit version of the district's proficiency tests for the first time, the 
incidence of students failing the tests would tend to be high. These students 
will be provided with supplemental instruction and will have a minimum of two 
more opportunities to pass the proficiency tests before their classes graduate. 

Grades Seven. Eight, and Nine Proficiency Test Results, bv Ethnicity 

Seventh, eighth, and ninth grade proficiency test failure rates, by student 
ethnicity, are presented in Table 9. Overall, approximately 53 percent of the 
seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students in the sample failed one or more pro- 
ficiency tests as of December, 1986. Filipino students failed at the lowest rate 
(34 percent), followed by Asian students (41 percent) and black students (51 per- 
cent). Students of all other ethnic groups failed at a rate slightly above the 
rate of the overall sample. 

Table 9 

Grades Seven, Eight, and Nine Proficiency Test Results, by Ethnicity 



Percent that 
failed 





Number 


one or 


Percent 


that failed: 




Ethnicitv 


assessed 


more tests 


Reading test 


Writine test 


Math test 


American Indian 


391 


55 


31 


36 


42 


Asian 


2,486 


41 


28 


34 


20 


Black 


2,007 


51 


29 


31 


43 


Filipino 


842 


34 


21 


20 


21 


Hispanic 


7,579 


56 


37 


39 


39 


Pacific Islande' 


r 77 


57 


45 


43 


47 


White 


24.222 


54 


27 


31 


41 


All students 


37.604 


53 


29 


33 


39 



Approximately 29 percent of the seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students in the 
sample failed the reading proficiency test, about 33 percent failed the writing 
test, and 39 percent failed the math test. American Indian, black, Hispanic, and 
white students failed at a lower rate on the reading test than on the writing and 
math tests. Asian students failed the math test at a rate considerably lower 
than the rates for the reading and %rriting tests. 
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QV94^9 Sevfin. Eight, and Nine Pr oficiency Test Resul ts 
bv Langu age Fluency 



Of the 38,135 seventh, eighth, and ninth grade students identified by language 
fluency, about 5 percent (1,877 students) were reported to be limited- English 
proficient (LEP). The remaining 95 percent (36,2o8 students) were reported to be 
fluent-English-proficient (FEP) students. 

Table 10 indicates that LEP students failed one or more of the proficiency tests 
about one and one-half times as often as FEP students. LEP students failed the 
reading test more than twice as often as FEP students, failed the writing test 
almost twice as often, and failed the math test at a rate somewhat above that for 
FEP students. 

Table 10 

Grades Seven, Eight, and Nine Proficiency Test Results, by Language Fluency 







Percent that 








Language 
fluency 


Number 
assessed 


failed 
one or 
more tests 


Percent 
Reading test 


that failed: 
Writing test 


Math test 


LEP 
FEP 


1.877 


74 
52 


57 
27 


58 

31 


44 
38 


All students 


38.135* 


53 


29 


33 


38 



♦Because of Inconsistencies in district reporting, student totals differ from 
those shown for ethnicity. 

Charts 4 and 5 are graphic illustrations of the percent of students in grades 
seven, eight, and nine failing one or more tests and the percent of failure for 
each test, by ethnicity and language fluency. 
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Chart 4 

Percent of Grades Seven, Eight, and Nine Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Etiinicity 




Asian 
Black 
Hispanic 
White 

All students 



One or more Reading Writing Math 

tests test test test Source: Table 9 



Charts 

Percent of Grades Seven, Eiglit, and Nine Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Language Fluency 




n L£p 

□ All students 



Source: Table 10 
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GRADES FOUR, FIVE, AND SIX 



There were 27,149 fourth, fifth, and sixth grade students identified by ethnicity 
in the sample districts took one or more proficiency tests as of December, 1986. 
Of the students assessed, approximately 62 percent (16,879 students) were white; 
22 percent (5,957 students) were Hispanic; 7 percent (1,867 students) were 
Asian; 6 percent (1,590 students) were black; 2 percent (566 students) were 
Filipino; 1 percent (189 students) were American Indian; and less than 1 percent 
(101 students) were Pacific Islander. 

Since the intent of assessing students in the elementary grades is to identify a 
student's areas of weakness and provide appropriate supplemental instruction, it 
is appropriate to look at how students are performing on each proficiency test 
(reading, writing, and computation). 

grades Four, Five, and Six Pro ficiency Test Results, bv Ethnicity 

Overall , 37 percent of the students failed one or more proficiency tests. Black, 
Filipino, Pacific Islander, and white students failed one or more tests at a rate 
below the overall rate; Asian students failed at the overall rate; American 
Indian students failed at a rate slightly above the overall rate; and Hispanic 
students failed at a rate well above the overall rate. 

Table 11 shows that 20 percent of the fourth, fifth, and sixth grade students in 
the sample failed the reading test, 21 percent failed the math test, and 25 
percent failed the writing test. Students in all ethnic groups had lower failure 
rates on the reading test than on the xnriting test. At these grade levels, 
Hispanic students failed all tests at a rate considerably higher rate than the 
overall rate. 

Table 11 

Grades Four, Five, and Six Proficiency Test Results, by Ethnicity 



Percent that 
failed 





Number 


one or 




Percent that failed: 




Ethnlcltv 


assessed 


more tests 


Reading 


test Writing test 


Math test 


American Indian 


189 


38 


18 


24 


18 


Asian 


1,867 


37 


21 


30 


17 


Black 


1,590 


31 


17 


22 


19 


Filipino 


566 


29 


12 


20 


13 


Hispanic 


5,957 


49 


33 


37 


29 


Pacific Islander 


101 


29 


21 


27 


20 


White 


16.879 


35 


16 


21 


19 


All students 


27.149 


37 


20 


25 


21 



(?rft<^gS Four, Five, and Six Profi ciency Test Results. 
by Language Fluency 

Of the 29,248 fourth, fifth, and sixth graae students in the sample, about 6 
percent (1,808 students) were reported to be limited-English proficient (LEP) . 
The remaining 94 percent (27,440 students) were reported to be fluent -English 
proficient (FEP) . 
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Table 12 indicates that LEP students in the saaple failed to pass one or more of 
Se prof ici.~y test. -or. than twice a. often as FEP students. LEP student, 
failed the reading test -ore than three ti-es as often, the writing 

-Jre than t«, and one-half ti— as often, and the math test more than one 
and one -half ti-es as often as FEP students. 

These lesults reflect the fact that the fourth, fifth and ^i^^J^rade testing 
»«y have been the first ti»e LEP students were tested in the English l*ng"*g«: 
"Le the intent of the Pupil Proficiency Law is to ^^"^"y ^J^" Jjjfjj.^^^^^ 
weaknesses in reading, writing, and -ath. all students who have difficulties in 
the basic skills arta. will be provided supple-ental instruction and will be 
re tested in accordance with district policy. 

Table 12 

Grades Four. Five, and Six Proficiency Test Results, by Language Fluency 



Language 

fluanev 


Nuaber 
n«iie«aad 


Percent that 
failed 
one or 
Morit tests — 


Percent that failed: 

rea<«n<r treat writing teSt 


mpth test 


LEP 

EE2 

All «fcudents 


1.808 

27^0 
20.248* 


74 

35 
37 


56 59 

18 12 . 

20 24_ 


37 
21 
22 



★Because of inconsistencies in district reporting, student totals differ from 
those shown for ethnicity. 

Chart. 6 and 7 are graphic illustrations of the percent of ^^^f^^^^J^^.^^lf^^ 
four. fiv.. and .ix failing on. or -or. tests and the percent of failure for each 
test, by .thnicity and languag. fluency. 

In su-mary. -ost districts has. profici.ncy requirements on their course of study 
reqiiJ^is. Th.r.for.. it is not likely that students will 
r.3uir.-.nts and not pass district -inimu- proficiency "I^J";*""- ^^^^^^l' 
tion. districts ar. not pro-oting students as readily as in the P*" . ^^"^^n^ 
few.; students who are not at a -ini-u- level of proficiency in the ^"J^ f JUs 
are being pro-oted or graduated. That result was the intent of the legislation. 
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Charts 

Percent of Grades Four, Five, and Six Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Ethnicity 




One or more 
tests 



□ 



□ 



Asian 
Black 
Hispanic 
Wiilte 

All studonts 



Source: Table 11 



Chart? 

Percent of Grades Four, Five, and Six Students 
Failing Proficiency Tests, by Language Fiuency 




One or more 
tests 



Reading 
test 



Writing 



Math 
test 



B LEP 

0 FEP 

D All studonts 



Source: Table 12 
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APPENDIX A 



CAIiFORMtA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Bill Honig 


721 Capitol Mall: P.O. Box 944272 


Superintendent 


Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 


of Public Instruction 



September 30. 1987 



TO Selected Si^rintendents of Elementary, High, and 

Unified Schcx)l Districts 

ATTN: Designated Proficiency Contact Person 

FROM Alexander I. Law, Director 

Program Bvali^ation and Research Division 

SUBJECT: 1986-87 PROPICIENCy ASSESSMENT DATA COLLECTION 



Education Code Section 61219 requires the State Department of Education 
to collect passing rates on district proficiency tests annually from a 
representative san5)le of school districts. To aid in the data collection 
effort, we have prepared the enclosed form(s) and acconpanying directions 
for school year 1986-87. These forms a'^e almost identical to the sample 
forms Me mailed to you in December 1986, at which time we advised you 
that your district was one of those selected in our sample for 1986-87 . 

Please complete and return the form(s) no later than November 16, 1987. 
The Department produces a report based on these data and presemcs it to 
the Legislature in January. 

If you have any questions about the forms or the process, you may call 
Norma Carolan at (916) 323-6395. 

AIL: nit 

Enclosures 



19 



Ethnicity 

The etxinic category vghich most closely reflects the individual's recognition in 
the comnunity should be used for purposes of this report. Only one ethnic 
category per individual may be reported. 

A person having origin in any of the original 
peoples of North America and who maintains cultural identification through tribal 
affiliation or community recognition. 

^JP^T^ ^^^"9 origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East. 
Southeast Asia, or the Indian subcontinent, e.g.. China. India. Japan and Korea. 

Pacific Islander: A person having origins in any of «« original peoples of the 
Polynesian. Micronesian. or Melanesian Islands (excludes the Philippine Islands). 

Filipino: A person having origins in any of the original peoples of the 
Philippine Islands. ^ 

Hispanic: A person of Mexican. Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, 
or other Spanish culture or origin—regardless of race. 

^* ?^sP^c Origin: A non-Hispanic person having oricirs in any of 
the olack racial groups of Africa. 

Wilte, not of Hispanic Origin: A non-Hispanic person having origins in any of 
the original peoples of Europe, North Africa. Middle East, e.g., England, 
Portugal. Egypt, and Iran. ^ cnyi*"". 




INSTRUCTIONS PC« PROFICIENCY ASSESSMENT 
DATA COLLECTION FORM FOR 1986-87 SCHOOL YEAR 



Background 

Education Code Section 61216 requires that students in California public 
schools be assessed "at least once during the fourth throue^ the sixth grade 
experience, oice during the seventh throug^i ninth grade e>q)erience, and 
twice during the tenth through eleventh grs^ie experience" on locally 
developed standards in the basic skills of reading corprehension, writing, 
and computation. Since June 1981, students have had to meet locally 
developed proficiency requirements in addition to ccnpleting the local 
course of study requirements In order to receive a high school diploma. 

Education Code Section 51219 also directs the State Department of Education 
to collect information on passing rates on district proficiency tests 
annually from a representative sample of school districts. Information must 
be collected for grades four through six, seven through nine, ten, eleven, 
and twelve, according to students' ethnic background and English-speaking 
ability. The Department of Education is required to report these findings 
to the Legislature. 

Who must be counted 

All students in the grades reported except for those enrolled in Special 
Education programs, must be counted and tested. The data collection must be 
from grades four througfli six, seven through nine, ten and eleven, and 
twelve. Some schools may test at one grade level and others may test at a 
different grade level. Therefore, please specify on the appropriate form 
the grade at which students were tested. The data collected should be from 
the 1987-88 school year. Grade twelve Infoiroation should reflect the 
passing rates for the graduating class of 1987. 

The ^iclosed forms consist of two parts. Part I, Language Flxiency, asks 
school districts to report passing rates for students according to 
identified language fluency utilizing two categories: Limited-English 
proficient (LEP) and fluent-Er^lish-prof icient (FEP) . 

Part II, Ethnicity, asks sdool districts to import passing rates for 
students according to the ethnic background of the student. (See 
explanation of ethnic categories on reverse side of cos'er letter,) 

How to fill out -he form 

Once you have identified students according to language fluency and 
ethnicity, you are ready to conplete Part I and Part II for each form. The 
total in each column on Part I (Language Fluency) should equal the total in 
each column on Part II (Ethnicity) since /ou are reporting the same students 
in two different categories. 

ttider Column (1), entitled "Number enrolled," enter the number of students 
enrolled at the reported grade level at the time of assessment, 

Uhder Column (2), entitled "Number assessed," enter the number of students 
v*K) have actually taken the district proficiency tests on reading, writing. 



and constat ion. 



Under Column (3), entitled "Numoer passea 'ill tests," enter the number of 
students who have taken and passed the district reading, writing and 
computation proficiency tests. 

Under Column (4), entitled "Number passed reading test," enter the number of 
students v*io have passed the district's reading proficiency test. 

(Note: THE NUMBEI^ IN COLIWNS (4) , (5), AND (6) WILL BE EITHER EQUAL TO, OR 
LARGER THAN, THE NUMBER IN COLUMN (3) SINCE SOME STUDENTS WILL HAVE PASSED 
ONE OR TWO PROiTICIENCY TESTS BUT MAY NOT HAVE PASSED ALL TESTS YET. ) 

Under Column (5/, entitled "Number passed writing test," enter the number of 
students vA)o have passed the district's writing proficiency test. 

Under Column (6), entitled "Number passed computation test," enter the 
number of students vgho have passed the district's computation proficiency 
test. / 



Gr ade 12 only 

Use Columns (7) and (8) to record the total number of twelfth grade 
students who did not graduate in the class of 1987 because of failure to 
accrue the minimum number of course credits required for graduation or did 
net pass all proficiency tests, vghether assessed in Grade 12 or not. 

Under Column (7), entitled "Number NOT eligible to graduate and passed all 
tests," enter the number of twelfth graders who did not accrue enough 
credits to graduate but passed all the district's proficiency tests, vrfiether 
assessed in Grade 12 or not. 

Iftider Column (8), entitled "Number NOT eligible to graduate and not passed 
all tests," enter the number of twelfth graders v*io did not accrue enough 
credits to graduate and who did not pass all district proficiency tests, 
whether assessed in Grade 12 or not. 

The above information will be used to calculate the number of students v*io 
did not graduate because of: 1) failure to pass proficiency tests, 2) 
insufficient course credit accrual; and 3) failxare to pass proficiency tests 
and meet district course requirements. 



SINCE PAPT I AND PART II ON EACH FORM REFER TO THE SAME GROUP OF STUDENTS 
(BUT CA'iEGQRIZED DIFFERENTLY), THE TOTAL FOR EACH COLUMN IN PART I MUST BE 
EQUAL TO THE TOTAL FOR THE SAME COLUMN IN PART II. 

After ccnpleting both Part I and Part II of each form, turn the page over 
and fill in the name, title, and telephone number of the person completing 
the form. Once you have completed both sides of the form, please return it 
to Proficiency Assessment Report, Program Evaluation and Research Division, 
State Department of Education, P.O. Box 944272, Sacramento, CA 94244-2720, 
no_ l ater than Nove mber 16, 19 87. 
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California State Department of Education Retur n by N ovember 16,_1987 to; 

PERD-(9/87) Profaciency Assessment Report 

Program Evaluation and 

Research Division 
California State Department of 

Education 
P.O. Box 944272 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 
(916) 445-0297 



Prof iciaicy Assessment Report 
1986-87 



1 Name of person ccnpleting form 1 


[ Title 


1 Phone 
1 ( ) 




1 District 


1 County 




j Signature 1 
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Grades 4-6 Proficiency AsseGcnrKjnt Report 
1986-87 



Grade Tested: 



P.^rt I* 
Langu^e status 


Nuntoer** 
enrolled 


Number 
assessed 


Number 
passed 
all 
tests 


Nuni^er 
passed 
reading 
test 


Nurnber 
passed 
writing 
test 


Nujnber 

tation 
test 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 


Limited-English-prof iclsnct (LEP) 


01 














All others 


02 














Tbtal 


03 















Part II* 
Ethnicity 



American Indian or Alaskan 


04 














Asism 


05 














Pacific Islander (Polynesian, 
Micronesian, Melanesian) 


06 














Filipino 


07 














Hispanic 


08 














Black — not of Hispanic oriqin 


09 














White — not of Hispanic oriqin 


10 














Total 


11 













• Please reed instructions before canpleting this form. 
♦* lAimber of students at grade level at time of assessment. 
rnV/^^^^i^ English-OiJy and Fluent-English-^prof icient (FEP), 

£^ 30 



California State Department of Eaucatlon 
PERD-(9/87) 



Return by November 16 , 1987 _tQ ^ 
Proficiency Assessment Report 
Program Evaluation and 

Research Division 
California State Department of 

Education 
P.O. Box 944272 
Sacramento, OA 94244-2720 
(916) 445-0297 



Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



Name of person completing form 



1 Title 


1 Phone 1 




1 ( ) 1 


1 District 


1 County 1 


j Signature 1 
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Grades 7-9 Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



Grade Tested: 



Part I* 

Language status 


Number** 
enrolled 


Number 
assessed 


Number 
passed 
all 
tests 


Muniber 
passed 
reading 
test 


Number 
passed 
writing 
test 


Ncunber 
passed 
ccinpu- 
tation 
test 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 




Limited-EnqJish-proficlenct (LEP) 


01 














All others * 


02 














Total 


03 















Part II* 
Ethnicity 



American Indian or Alaskan 


04 














Asian 


05 














Pacific Islander (Polynesiem, 
Nicronesian, Melanesian) 


06 














Filipino 


07 














Hispanic 


08 














Black — not of Hispanic oriqin 


09 














White — not of Hispanic oriain 


10 














Total 


11 















♦ Please read instructions before canpleting this form. 
♦♦^Miimber of stvadents at grade level at time of assessment. 
CDi/^cludingf English-only and Fluent-English-proficient (FEP) 

32 



Cali/omia State Department of Bducatiozx Return tv November 16, 1987 to ; 

PERD-(9/87) Proficiency Assessment Report 

Program Evaluation and 

Research Division 
California State Department of 

Education 
P.O. Box 944272 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 
(916) 445-0297 



Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



1 Kame of person completing form 




1 Title 


1 Phoi'^ 1 


1 District 


If) ^ 
1 County 1 


1 Signature 
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Grade 10 Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



Part 1* 
Language status 


Number** 
enrolled 


Number 
assessed 


Number 
passed 
all 
tests 


Number 
passed 
reading 
test 


Number 
passed 
writing 
test 


NiLT.'Der 
.ed 
cor.pu- 
tat ion 
test 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) . 


(4) 


(5) 


m _ 


Limited-Enalish-proflcienct (LEP) 


01 














All others ^ 


02 














Total 


03 















Part II* 
Ethnicity 



American Indian or Alaskan 


04 














Asian 


05 














Pacific Islander (Polynesian, 
Micronesian, Melanesian) 


06 














Filipino 


07 














Hispanic 


08 














Black— not of Hispanic oriqin 


09 














Wliite~not of Hispanic oriqin 


10 














Total 


11 















* Please read instructions before ccmpleting this form. 
♦* Number of students at grade level at time of assessment. 
+ Including English-only and Fluent-Englisli-proficient (FEP) . 
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1 


Title 


1 Phone 

1 ( ) 




District 


1 County 




Signature 




1 
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Gi-ade 11 Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



Part I* 
Language status 


Number** 
enrolled 


Number 
asses&ed 


NuiTDer 
passed 
all 
tests 


Number 
passed 
reading 
test 


Number 
passed 
writing 
test 


Number 
pf^issed 

tation 
test 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 


Liinited-Engllsh-proflcienct (LEP) 


01 














All others 


02 














Total 


03 















Part II* 
Ethnicity 



American Indian or Alaskan 


04 














Asian 


05 














Pacific Islander (Polynesian, 
Micronesian, Melanesian) 


06 














Filipino 


07 














Hispanic 


08 














Black — not of Hispanic origin 


09 














White — not of Hispanic origin 


10 














To*-al 


11 
















• Please read instructions before ccnjpleting this form, 
** Nuniber of students at grade level at time of assessment.- 
+ Including English-mly and Fluent-English-proficient (FEP), 
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Title 



District 



Signature 



Phone 
J L 



County 
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Grade 12 Proficiency Assessment Report 
1986-87 



Part I* 














Nuinber 




Number NOT eligible 
to qraduate 


Language status 




Nuinber** 
enrolled 


Nuinber 
assessed 


Number 
passed 
all 
tests 


Number 
passed 
reading 
test 


Number 
passed 
writing 
test 


passed 
compu- 
tation 
test 




and 
passed 
all 
tests 


and not 
passed 
all 
tests 






(1) 




(3) 


(4) . 


(5) 


(6) 




(7) 


(8) 


Limited-Biglish-Droficienct (r^) 


01 




















All others * 


02 




















Total 


03 





















Part II* 
Ethnicity 



American Indian or Alaskan 


04 


















Asieui 


05 


















Pacific Islander (Polynesian, 
Micronesian, Melanesian) 


06 


















Filipino 


07 


















Hispanic 


08 


















Black—not cf Hisoanlc oriqin 


09 


















White—not of Hispanic oriain 


10 


















Total 


11 
















O Q. 



* Please read instructions before canpleting this form. 
*» Number of students at grade level at time of assessment. 
+ Including English-only and Fluent-Eiiglish-prof icient (FEP). 



APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDftT SAMPLE 

REPDRTED ETHNIC ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 

DISTRICT ENRDLLMENT 

ALLENSWDRTH ELEMENTARY 2 

ANDERSDN VALLEY 35 

ANTELDPE 52 

ARCATA 81 

ARMDNA 87 

BASSE' T UNIFIED 37 

BAYSHuRE 32 

BELRIDGE 6 

BRADLEY ELEMENTARY 3 

BUCKEYE 61 

BUENA PARK 400 

BUENA VISTA 4 

BUTTDNWILLDW 3I 

CAMBRIA UNIDN 45 

CARUTHERS UNIDN ELEMENTARY 64 

CASCADE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 174 

CASMALIA ELEMENTARY 1 

CHIND UNIFIED 1404 

CINNABAR SCHDDL DISTRICT 27 

CDNEJD VALLEY UNIFIED 1104 

DIGIORGIO 13 

DINUBA ELEMENTARY 207 

DDWNEY UNIFIED 1018 

ELK GROVE UNIFIED 1234 



ERIC 



APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED ETHNIC ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 

DISTRICT ENRDLLMENT 

ETNA UNION ELEMENTARY 43 

FALLBRDOK UNIDN ELEMENTARY 408 

FERNDALE 45 

FOUNTAIN VALLEY 675 

FREMONT UNIFIED 3691 

GALT JOINT UNIDN 162 

GARVEY 855 

GENERAL SHAFTER ig 

HtJENEME ELEMENTARY 754 

INGLE WOOD UNIFIED 1 107 

KIT CARSON UNIDN 46 

LA HABRA CITY 448 

LA .»ESA-SPRING VALLEY 1105 

LAFAYETTE 255 

LAKESIDE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 26 

LAMONT 181 

LINDEN UNIFIED 131 

LIVE DAK UNIFIED 101 

LOST HILLS UNIDN 109 

MARIPOSA COUNTY UNIFIED 124 

MCKITTRICK 4 

MENLD PARK CITY 117 

MERCED RIVER 32 

MINERAL 3 

41 



APPENDIX 6 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED ETHNIC ENROLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 





ENROLLMENT 




13 


MQNTF PTO liKliriKl 


26 


MONTERFLt n 


6 


MQTHFD 1 nnF IIMTDKI 


290 


MOUNTAIN FMPTPF 


35 1 


MOUNTAIN VTFW Ft FMFNTARV 


113 


MUROC JHTNT IJKlTFTFn 


245 


NEWP0RT-ME<;A ukitfifh 


952 


nicassio 


5 


pacific npn\/F uMiFiFn 


166 


PIFDMnKlT lIKlTPTFn 


147 


DTMFP-ni TV/CT iiLiTn^i 

rimcK wiLlVcl UNION 


132 


Pi AMADA Fi FUFiUTAPV 
ri-MrMMUM CLCnCIMIAKT 


71 


Pi A 7 A 


15 


PANChin ^AMTA FF 


54 


PFFF <^IJN^FT lIMTPTFri 


87 


RIVER DFi TA 


38 


ROCKFORD 


67 


RDSEDALE UNION 


124 


ROSE LAND (SANTA RDSA ) 


101 


ROWLANO UNIFIED 


1464 


SAN LDRENZD UNIFIED 


485 


SAN MIGUEL JOINT UNION 


34 


SANGER UNIFIED 


493 



ERIC 



APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED ETHNIC ENROLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 



DISTRICT 


ENROLLMENT 


SAUGUS UNION 


534 


SIMI VALLEY UNIFIED 


1267 


SOOUEL ELEMENTAR\ 


2 20 


SPRING VALLEY 


33 


bULPHUR SPRINGS 


371 


SUSANVILLE ELEMENTARY 


1 18 


TRAVER JOINT ELEMENTARY 


30 


TRAVIS UNIFIED 


233 


TWIN RIDGES ELEMENTARY 


44 


WASUMA UNION 


26 


WEAVER 


97 


WESTMINSTER 


748 


WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED 


97 


WOODSIDE SCHOOL DISTRICT 


28 


YORBA LINDA 


542 



43 



CO 



APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED ETHNIC ENROLLMENT 
GRADES 7-12 

DISTRICT ENROLLMENT 

ALLENSWORTH ELEMENTARY 5 

ALPINE COUNTY UNIFIED 10 

ANDERSON VALLEY 103 

APPLE VALLEY UNIFIED 635 

ARCATA 97 

ARMONA 89 

BASSETT UNIFIED 1374 

BAYSHORE 38 

BELRIDQE 6 

BERKELEY UNIFIED 2725 

BRADLEY ELEMENTARY 3 

BRET HARTE UNION HIGH 612 

BUCKEYE UNION 211 

BUENA PARK 375 

BUENA VISTA 1 

CAMPQIA UNION 28 

CAMPBELL UNION HIGH 7623 

CASCADE UNION ELEMENTARY 178 

CHIND UNIFIED 4876 

COAST JOINT UNION HIGH 356 

CONEJO VALLEY UNIFIED 8021 

DEL PASO HEIGHTS 457 

DENAIR UNIFIED 346 

DIQIORGIO 9 



ERLC 



44 



APPENDIX 8 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 
REPORTED ETHNIC ENROLLMENT 



GRADES 7-12 

DISTRICT ENROLLMENT 

DOWNEY UNIFIED 4370 

DRY CREEK JOINT ELEMENTARY 96 

EAST NICOLAUS JOINT UNION HIGH 199 

ELK GROVE UNIFIED 5590 

FALLBROOK UNION ELEMENTARY 422 

FORESTHILL UNION 44 

FOUNTAIN VALLEY 817 

FREMONT UNIFIED 9609 

GALT JOINT UNION 161 

GARVEY B46 

GENERAL SHAFTER 20 

GOLDEN FEATHER UNION 167 

GRIDLEY 333 

HUENEME ELEMENTARY 683 

INGLEWOOD UNIFIED 3567 

KEPPEL UNiON 200 

KIT CARSON UNION 41 

LA HABRA CITY 421 

LAFAYETTE 268 

LAKESIDE UNION ELEMENTARY 33 

LE GRAND UNION HIGH 346 

LINDEN UNIFIED 560 

LIVE OAK UNIFIED 380 

LOST HILLS UNION 54 



45 



ON 



APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT SAMPLE 

REPDRTED ETHNIC ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 7-12 

DISTRICT ENRDLLMENT 

MARIPDSA CDUNTY UNIFIED gQg 
MCKITTRICK 

4 

MERCED RIVER gg 
MDNRDE ELEMENTARY 
MOTHER LDDE UNIDN 
MOUNTAIN EMPIRE 

354 

MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY 

MURDC JOINT UNIFIED ^79 

NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 5705 

NICASSID 3 

PACIFIC GROVE UNIFIED 559 

PIEDMONT UNIFIED g73 

PLANADA ELEMENTARY g2 

PLAZA ^ ^ 

PRINCETON JOINT UNIFIED 39 
RANCHO SANTA FE 

REEF SUNSET UNIFIED 291 

RIVER DELTA ^^9 
ROCKFORD 

43 

ROSEDA £ UNION ^ 

ROWLAND UNIFIED 7298 

SAN LEANDRO UNIFIED 2630 

SAN LORENZO UNIFIED 2356 

SAN MIGUEL JOINT UNIDN 34 



ERLC 
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APPENDIX B 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT SAMPLE 



REPDRTED ETHNIC 


: ENRDLLMENT 


GRADES ' 


^-12 


DISTRICT 


ENRDLLMENT 


SANGER UNIFIED 


1587 


SIMI VALLEY UNIFIED 


5632 


STRATHMDRE HIGH 


322 


SUSANVILLE ELEMENTARY 


1 1 1 


TAHOE TRUCKEE UNIFIED 


84 


TAHDE-TRUCKEE UNIFIED 


757 


TRAVER JOINT ELEMENTARY 


28 


TRAVIS UNIFIED 


388 


TULARE JOINT UNIDN 


3084 


VENTURA UNIFIED 


5029 


VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH 


9746 


WEAVER 


83 


WESTMINSTER 


7AQ 
/ 09 


'KINSHIP ELEMENTARY 


8 


WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED 


332 


WODDSIDE SCHOOL DISTRICT 


25 


YORBA LINDA 


372 


YUCAIPA JOINT UrMIFIED 


3452 



^1 



APPENDIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT SAMPLE 

REPDRTED LANGUAGE ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 



APPENDIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT SAMPLE 

REPDRTED LANGUAGE ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 



DISTRICT 


ENRDLLMENT 


DISTRICT 


ENRDLLMENT 


ALLENSWORTH ELEMENTARY 


2 


ELK GRDVE UNIFIED 


1234 


ANDersdi^ valley 


35 


ETNA UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


43 


ANTELOPE 


52 


FALLBRDDK UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


4D8 


APPLE VALLEY UNIFIED 


499 


FERNDALE 


45 


ARCATA 


81 


FDUNTAIN VALLEY 


675 


ARMONA 


87 


FREMDNT UNIFIED 


3691 


BASSE TT UNIFIED 


378 


GALT JDINT UNIDN 


162 


BAYSHORE 


32 


GARVEY 


844 


BCLRIDGE 


6 


GENERAL SHAFTER 


19 


BRADLEY ELEMENTARY 


3 


GRANT 


31 


BUCKEYE 


61 


HUENEME ELEMENTARY 


754 


BUENA PARK 


400 


INGLEWDDD UNIFIED 


1 1D7 


BUENA VISTA 


4 


KEPPEL UNIDN 


132 


BUTTDNWILLDW 


31 


KIT CARSDN UNIDN 


46 


CAMBRIA UNIDN 


45 


LA HABRA CITY 


448 


CARUTHERS UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


64 


LA MESA-SPRING VALLEY 


11D5 


CASCADE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


174 


LAFAYETTE 


255 


CAGMALIA ELEMENTARY 


1 


LAKESIDE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


26 


CHINO UNIFIED 


14D4 


LAMDNT 


181 


CINNABAR SCHDDL DISTRICT 


27 


LEMDN GRDVE 


314 


CONE JO VALLEY UNIFIED 


11D4 


LINDEN UNIFIED 


131 


OIGZDRGID 


13 


LIVE DAK UNIFIED 


1D1 


DINUBA ELEMENTARY 


207 


LDST HILLS UNIDN 


1D9 


DOWNEY UNIFIED 


1D18 


MARIPDSA CDUNTY UNIFIED 


124 



ERIC 



APPENDIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED LANGUAGE ENROLLMENT 
GRACES A-6 



DISTRICT 


ENROLLMENT 


MCKITTRICK 


4 


MENLD PARK CITY 


117 


MLRCED RIVER 


32 


MIDWAY ELEMENTARY 


21 


MINERAL 


3 


MONROE ELEMENTARY 


13 


MONTE RIO UNION 


26 


M0NTE8ELLD 


6 


MOTHER LODE UNION 


290 


MOUNTAIN EMPIRE 


351 


MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY 


113 


MUROC JOINT UNIFIED 


245 


NEWPORT -MESA UNIFIED 


952 


NICASSIO 


5 


PACl C GROVE UNIFIED 


166 


PIEDMONT UNIFIED 


147 


PINER-OLIVET UNION 


132 


PLANADA ELEMENTARY 


71 


PLAZA 


15 


RANCHO SANTA FE 


54 


REEF SUNSET UNIFIED 


87 


RIVER DELTA 


38 


ROCKFORD 


67 


ROSEOALE UNION 


124 



APPENDIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED LANGUAGE ENROLLMENT 
GRADES 4-6 



DISTRICT 


ENROLLMENT 


ROSELAND (SANTA ROSA) 


101 


ROWLAND UNIFIED 


1464 


SAN LORENZO UNIFIED 


485 


SAN MIGUEL JOINT UNION 


34 


SANGER UNIFIED 


493 


SAUGUS UNION 


534 


SIMI VALLEY UNIFIED 


1267 


SOOUEL ELEMENTARV 


220 


SPRING VALLEY 


33 


SULPHUR SPRINGS 


371 


SUSANVILLE ELEMENTARY 


118 


TAHOE TRUCKEE UNIFIED 


140 


TRAVER JOINT ELEMENTARY 


30 


TRAVIS UNIFIED 


233 


TWIN RIDGES ELEMENTARY 


44 


VENTURA UNIFIED 


1064 


WASUMA UNION 


26 


WEAVER 


96 


WESTMINSTER 


748 


WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED 


97 


WDDDSIDE SCHOOL DISTRICT 


28 


YORBA LINDA 


542 



V 


















APPENDIX C 
DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT 


SAMPLE 


APPENDIX C 
DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPDRT 


SAMPLE 






REPDRTED LANGUAGE 
GRADES 7- 


ENPDLLMENT 
12 




REPDRTED LANGUAGE ENRDLLMENT 
GRADES 7-12 








DISTRICT 




ENRDLLMENT 


DISTRICT 


ENRDLLMENT 






ALLENSWORTH ELEMENTARY 




5 


DDWNEY UNIFIED 


437D 






ALPINE CDUNTY UNIFIED 




1D 


DRY CREEK JDINT ELEMENTARY 


96 






ANDERSDN VALLEY 




103 


EAST NICDLAUS JDINT UNIDN HIGH 


199 






APPLE VALLEY UNIFIED 




635 


ELK GRDVE UNIFIED 


5631 






ARCATA 




97 


FALLBRDDK UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


422 






ARMDNA 




89 


FDRESTHILL UNIDN 


44 






BASSETT UNIFIED 




1374 


FDUNTAIN VALLEY 


817 






BAYSHORE 




38 


FREMDNT UNIFIED 


96D9 






BELRIDGE 




6 


GALT JDINT UNIDN 


946 






BERKELEY UNIFIED 




2821 


GARVEY 


849 






BRADLEY ELEMENTARY 




3 


GENERAL SHAFTER 


2D 






BRET HARTE UNIDN HIGH 




612 


GDLDEN FEATHER UNIDN 


167 






BUCKEYE UNION 




71 1 


GRIDLEY 


383 






6UENA PARK 




375 


HUENEME ELEMENTARY 


683 






BUENA VISTA 




1 


INGLEWDDD UNIFIED 


3567 






CAMBRIA UNIDN 




28 


KEPPEL UNIDN 


200 






CAMPBELL UNIDN HIGH 




7623 


KIT CARSDN UNIDN 


41 






CASCADE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 




178 


LA HABRA CITY 


421 






CHIND UNIFIED 




4876 


LAFAYETTE 


268 






CDAST JDINT UNIDN HIGH 




3b6 


LAKESIDE UNIDN ELEMENTARY 


33 






CDNEJD VALLEY UNIFIED 




8D21 


LE GRAND UNIDN HIGH 


346 






DEL PASD HEIGHTS 




457 


LEMDN GRDVE 


333 






DENAIR UNIFIED 




346 


LINDEN UNIFIED 


56D 






DIGIDRGID 




9 


LIVE DAK UNIFIED 


378 


L 


ERLC 
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APPENuIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED LANGUAGE ENROLLMENT 
GRAOES 7-12 



DISTRICT 


cNROLLMcNT 


LOST HILLS UNION 


54 


MARIPOSA COUNTY UNIFIED 


508 


MCKITTRICK 


4 


MERCEr 7IVER 


65 


MIDWAV ELEMENTARY 


1 2 


MONROE ELEMENTARY 


10 


MOTHER LGOE UNION 


1 48 


MOUNTAIN EMPIRE 


354 


MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY 


1 59 


MURGC JOINT UNIFIED 


177 


NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 


5705 


NICASC.O 


J 


PACIFIC GROVE UNIFIED 


660 


PIEDMONT UNIFIED 


J 


PLANADA ELEMENTARY 


62 


PLAZA 


1 1 


PRINCETON JOINT UNTFIFO 


39 


kANCHU SANTA FE 


102 


REEF SUNSET UNIFIED 


291 


RIVER DELTA 


119 


ROCK FORD 


43 


ROSEDALE UNION 


110 


ROWLAND UNIFIED 


7298 


SAN LEANDRO UNIFIED 


2623 



APPENDIX C 

DISTRICTS IN THE ASSESSMENT REPORT SAMPLE 

REPORTED LANGUAGE ENROLLMENT 
GRADES 7-12 



DISTRICT ENROLLMENT 

SAN LORENZO UNIFIED 2356 

SAN MIGUCL JOINT UNION 34 

S^NGER UNIFIED ^gg^ 

SIMI VALLEV UNIFIED 5534 

STRATHMDRE HIGH 322 
SUSANVILLE ELEMENTARY 

TAHOE TRUCKEE UNIFIED 34 

TAHDE-TRUCKEE UNIFIED 757 

TRAVER JOINT ELEMENTARY 28 

TRAVIS UNIFIED ggg 

TULARE JOINT UNION 3034 

VENTURA UNIFIED 5Q29 

VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH 9549 

WEAVER 33 

WESTMINSTER 7g9 

WINSHIP ELEMENTARY g 

WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED 332 

WDDDSIDE SCHOOL DISTRICT 25 

YORBA LINDA 372 

YUCAIPA JOINT UNIFIED 3452 



